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REMARKS 

I. latroducticin 

la response to the Office Acrion dated Septembet 11, 2003, claims 21, 28, 34, 37 and 44 
have been atnended and ckim 29 has been canceUed Claims 21-28 and 30-50 remain in die 
appHcation. Re^examination and reconsideration of die appUcadon, as amended, is requested. 

n. Claim Amendnienrs 

Applicants' attomcy has made amendments to die claims as indicated above. These 
amendments follow die suggestions provided by the Examiner at page 2 of the Office Action. 
Applicants' attorney respectfully dianks die Examiner for these very helpful suggestions. 

HI Non-Art Reiccdons 

In paragraphs (l)-(2) of die Office Action, claims 21-^50 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distincdy claim the 
subject matter which Applicants regard as die invention. In paragraphs (10)-(1 1) of the Office 
Acrion, claims 35, 41, and 48 were indicated as being allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection vmder 35 U.S.C, §1 12, second paragraph, set fordi in this Office Action and to include all 
of die limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

In order to overcome die rejection to claims 21-50 under 35 U.S.C- §112, second paragraph, 
AppEcants have amended independent claims 21, 37 and 44 pursuant to die Examiner's .suggestion. 
Applicants therefore respectftdly request die withdrawal of diis rejection. 

Claim 34 has also been amended hereinabove to clartfy how die "mesh" relates to the odier 
claimed elements (see, e.g. page 15, lines 22-29 of die specification). 

IV. Claim Rejections - 35 TI.S.C. §101 

In paragraphs (3)-(4) of die Office Action, claims 28 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §101 
because the claimed invention is directed to non-stamtory subject matter, 

Jxi order to overcome dais rejection. Applicants have amended claim 28 pursuanr to die 
Examiner's suggestion. AppUcants dierefore respectfiiUy request die wididrawal of dais rejection. 
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V. Prior Art Rgjecdons 

In paragraphs (5)-(6) of the Office Action, claims 21-34, 36-40, 42^7, 49, and 50 were 
rejected under 35 U.S,C. §l02(b) as being anticipated by James et al., GB 2 284 809 A games). 

As noted hereinabove:. Applicants have amended the independent ckims to cleady recite an 
amplification component incorporated within a polvmer matrix . As tlic invention reciced in the 
amended claims is neither taught nor suggested by James et aL, Applicants respectfully request the 
withdrawal of this rejection. 

VI. Double Patenting Rej f^ctiijm 

In paragraphs (7)-(8) of the Office Action, claims 21, 24, and 26 were rejected imder the 
judicially areated docttinc of obviovisness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1 
and 3 of U-S, Parent No. 6,011,984. In paragraph (9) of the Office Action, claims 21, 24. and 26 
were rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviou$ness-type double patenting as being 
uripatentable over claims 2, 12, and 31 of U.S. Patent No. 6,002,954. 

While Applicants respectfully miverse these rejections, Haitn 21 has been amended 
hereinabove to incorporate die language of claim 29 (which has been cancelled). This amendment, 
without acquiescence to the Examiner's rejecttoas, renders die rejection to claim 21 (and claim 24 
and 26) moot Applicants therefore respectfully request the withdrawal of this rejection. 
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VII. Conclusion 

In view of die above, it is submitted tliat this appUcation is now in good order for allowance 
and svidi aDowance is respectfUfy solicited Should the Examiner believe miaor matters stiU remain diat 
can be resolved in a telephone interview, the Examiner is urged to call Applicants' undersigned 
attorney. 

RespectftiUy submitted^ 

GATES & COOPER LLP 
Attorneys fox Applicant(is) 

How^d Hughes Center 
6701 Center Drive West, Suite 1 050 
Los Angeles, California 90045 



Date: Decembef 1Q_ 20m 



Reg. No.: 42.236 
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